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PREFACE. 


HE haſt Week being confin'd 


I to my Bed by Rhewmatick 
Pains, and reflecting with my _ - 
how Things ſtood with me in Re- 


gard of the next Life; I found up- 


on a ſhort Review of my Actions, that 
I had done very few publick good 
Works. Some of my Acquaintance 
had built Alms-houſes ; others mul- 
tiplied their Talents inthe Pulpit; and 
others again were huzza d in the 
Streets for what they had done in 
the Field. I was too much crampt 
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in my Fortune to raiſe Fabricks, and 


make Settlements upon the Poor: To -- 
preach 3 
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The PREFACE. 
pPpteach was to go out of my Cha- 
| rafter, and it being a Time of Peace, 
there was no Occaſion for me in the 
Field; beſides, the uſual Incapacity 
all Bool Ven lie under, derived from 
a Principle calłd Self-preſervation. 
Under this Anxiety of Thought, the 
Carate came to pay me a Viſit; the 
Sight of a Perſon of his Cloth brought f 
into my Mind the preſent Diviſions 
of the Clergy of Great- Britain. The 
Gentleman had no ſooner leſt me, 
than I call'd for Pen and Ink, reſol- 
ving to ſpend the Remainder of my, 
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ment of a Reconciler. And for my 


Virgin Performance i In that kind I made 
choice of the Bangerian C ontroverſ. | 


Days in that Evangelical Employ- 
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SECTION 1% 


Hide F their pretended 8 as to 
a Future Being, This Life, Idea of the 
* Authority of the Church. Church | 


Communion, Sincerit 5. 


N the firſt p 1 obſerve; 

that tho' Right and Wrong are 

too der Oppoſites, : 

yet the greateſt Part of Man- 

kind are at variance merely 

upon a r Miſunderſtanding 3 and 'ris wi" 
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leaſt Infatuation that the Vorl is ſubject 
to, that the Inhabitants ſhou'd. be at Wars 


about Words, . and Phraſes, when there 18 a 


perfect Agreement as to the thing ſignified. 


Both the Ignorant, and Learned lie under 
this unhappy Circumſtance: The Jeworant 
conceive it is ſufficient to repreſent Perſons 
as differing in Opinions, if they are but di- 


ſtinguiſh'd by different Politich or Religious 
Appellations ; and many Learned Men to far 


concurr with them as to conclude, there is a 


Diſagreement in Sentiments, when Authors 
alarm the World by Books with contra- 


dictory Titler. I have my ſelf been ſubje& 


to both theſe Illuſions, till of late upon a 
more diligent Search after the Tendency of 


Human Actions, I recoverd my felt to an 


unprejudiced State of thinking. There is | 


an inſtructive Inſtance of the force of this 


Deluſion in what the World call Whig, and 
Tory, which according to the Apprehenſions | 


of the vulgar, are a Friend, and Enemy to the | 
Church, and yet by the Strength of theſe | 


| Appellations, Men are neither one, nor 


*rother, but may be either. They are only 


Party-words with a ſtrong Allay of Iatereſt ; 


and nothing is more common than for both 
Whig and Tory to facrifice the Church to his 


oun Imereſt, if he is diſpoſed to be a Kzave. 
And what is more immediately my concern 


the 


8 


the Nation at preſent ſeems to be of Opinion, 


that the Bangorian Clergy are divided from 
the reſt of their Brethren by ſtrange Opi- 
nions concerning the Nature and Authority 


of the Church, the Succeſſion of the Mini- 
ſtry, Conſecration, Abſolution, Excommuni- 


cation &c. Whereas the Engagement is en- 


tirely Grammatical, and a blind Scuffle about 
Words, and in effect amounts to no more 
than this: That one Man is happier than an- 

other in his Expreſſions, and more capable 

to make himſelf underſtood by his Fellow 


Creatures. But I will deſcend to Particulars. 


Future Being. An exaſperated Mind has 
no bounds, otherwiſe it ſeems impoſlible, 
that Perſons who are tied together by the 
common Priciples of Reaſon, and Chriſti- 
anity, ſhou'd be tranſported ſo far as to 
charge one another with denying the Fun- 
: damentals of Religion. But what is owing 
to Tranſport, cannot be judged a Mans real 
Opinion. No! The contending Parties are 


Reaſonable Creatures, Images of G04, joynt- 


ly acknowledging a Reveal Religion; which 

+ terminates in a future State of Happineſs. 
Now when theſe Gentlemen in the Heat of 
| Battel do reproach one another with Anarchy 
2 Church, and State; Popery, Socinianiſm, 
Enthuſiaſm, Deiſm, Atheiſm & c. Theſe ln. 
ferences are all Sallies of Diſguſt, and the 
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and the Effects of high and injudicious Spe- 


culation. And upon all ſuch occaſions, tis an 


eaſie matter to perceive that Men ſpeak their 


Paſſions and not their Perſwaſions : Their 


Difference, therefore upon this Head is not 


Ibis Life, Now as both Parties agree 


upon the Articles of Futurity, and Chriſtian | 
Religion in general; ſo they appear to be 
very much of the ſame Kidney in regard 


of the Sweets of this Life. Heaven is the 


Object of their future Expectations. The 
Earth is their preſent Occupation. I am no 
Stranger to the diſintereſted Scheme main- 
tain'd by the Bangorians, and what Pains 

they take to raiſe the Credit of Religion by | 


pr onouncing all Actions inſignificant, which 5 


are perform'd upon Terreſtrial Views, ſo as 
to make it in a Manner criminal, to abſtain 2? 

from Evil upon the Score of Temporal Pu- 

niſhmenr, or do good for a Temporal Re- 
ward: Yet I cannot perſwade my ſelf, that 
theſe Gentlemen can ſublimate their Actions 
to that Fineneſs, as to have no Regard to 
what is ſablunary, and Human. Nay, I will _ 
not anſwer for them, but that when they 
actually maintain their diſintereſted Scheme, 
they at the ſame time actually violate the 
Principle they pretend to govern themſelves 

- by. *Tis not impoſſible, but that a Bango- 
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rian may be WNT Ty a temporal Mo- 


tive, to aſſert the unlawfulneſs of acting up- 


on a temporal Motive. This Age can ſhow 


ſomething of this kind. Cop d I once ſee a 


B qngorian turn his back to a P. re ferment when 
offer d him, either in Church or State, I 
ſhou'd then begin to think him ſerious, and 


that he really jadg'd temporal Rewards ought 
not to be diſtributed for good Actions. But 
here I am afraid of being miſunderſtood. 1 
mention not the Bargorians Preferments by 


Pay of reproach, or that I judge thoſe Gen- 


tlemen unworthy of the Smiles of the Court. 


* lonly make this Obſervation, as it is a Proof 


of, their Agreement. with thoſe who paſs in 


the Eye of the World for their Adverſuries. 
No: Neither fide has any advantage upon 
4 this Account. The Power of the Clergy as 
1 8 is maiatain'd.. by the High- «Church Party, 
z ſalſo a very profitable Tenet, and full of 


worldly Expectations. Tus ene is the 


Source of many great Bleſſiugs, and cou'd it 


be carried on to that Height, as ſome Per- 


ſioons ſeem to deſire, the Tribe of Levi wou'd 
- be;:fixd in Earthiy Proſperity, and Reign 
witiout controul by the Strength of their 
divine CharaFer. Tis manifeſt therefore, 
that both Parties agree as to the Idea they 
have of Happineſs as well in this World, as 
in the next. And this will ſerve as a Key 


how to underſtand their meaning when they 
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twit each other opon theScore of Intereſt. Tis 
only in Words, they all mean the ſame thing. 
; 14ea of the Church. © Stating the Queſſ ien 
is a neceflary, Foundation for al] ratio- 
pal Enquiries, Tis in vain to affirw, or 
deny, any thing relating to Chireh- Authority, 

vn'e's we firſt fix upon the meaning of the 
Word CEurch, and to ſay ſh&can do this, or 
that, without looking into the Nature of 


ber Commiſſion, is to leave the Reader in the 


dark, involve him in perpetual Miſtakes, 


and put the Author to the unnetceſſary Drud- 


gcry of unravelling his Arguments; the con- 


{ſequence whereof is to find himſelf under a 
M²iſtake of having not built upon his own 
Land, and being obliged to pay a conſidera- 
Lie Quit-Rizt to the chief Iandlord. Yet 
this is the Caſe in the preſent Controverſy 

concerning the Authority of the Church, Many 


Pages are ſpent in ſaying nothing to the pur- 


roſe, and towards the cloſe of the Book they 


vrangl2 themfelves Friends, and all Ends in; 
I meant one thing, and you meant another. 
Ass dhe Bang, rien what he underſtands by 

the Church. He'll tell you, it is a Collection 
of all thoſe who believe in Chriſt and his 

: Docktine, without any Regard to outward 


Diſcipline, Civil, or Fecleſſaſtical. Ask his 
Adverfary, and he deſcribes it in the Nature 
of a Corpcratiun, or particular Society, of 


Men diſtinet from others of the ſame Pelief, 


and 


1 


and living under a different Diſcipline. Now 

adScding to theſe different Ideas of the 

Church, what is true in one reſpect is falſe in 

another, whereas there wou'd be no Debate 

about its Authority, if both Parties conſider d 
it in the ſame Light. 

Authority of the Church. The ſame Obſer- 
vation is apphcable to what they advance 
concerning the Authority of the Church, when 
they have agreed upon the Idea. The Query 
is, whether the Church has any Power in At- 
fairs of Religion? One maintains the Nega- 
tive, the other the Affirmative, One means 

an abſolute Power, the other a ſubordinate 
Power. Again, the Query is farther, whe- 
ther the Church has any Power as to Faith 
and Conſcience ? One denies it 3 meaning 4 
coercive! Power, the other affirms it, mean- 
ing an inſtrudsve Power. Now if they wow'd 
but conſider Church- Power as afleQting i its Ob- 
ject in the ſame manner: The Controvesly 
wou d be at an End. 
+ .. Church-Communion, This is not a W 
but rather a Local, and Perſonal Controverly, | 


G Jo believe the Scriptures i is a thing of Con- 


ſequence. But whether I am to ſerve God 

in this, or that Place? In a building with a 

Keeple, or in one with a flat Roof? Whether 

Lam to be inſtructed in my moral Duties by 

this, or that Man ? Are Civil Controverſies 
: which the contending Parties are to concern 
0 8 them- 
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twi: each other upontheScore of Intereſt, Tis 
only in Words, they all mean the ſame thing. 
Ide of the Church. ' Stating the Queſtion 
is a neceſſary, Foundation for a!} ratio- 
Val Eigeief, T in ci fe, rw, dr 


den, any thing relating to Chureh- Authority, 


un'e's we firſt fix upon the meaning of the 
Word Church, and to ſay ſhe can do this, or 


that, without looking into the Nature of 


ber Commijſion, is to leave the Reader in the 


dark, involve him in perpetual Miſtakes, 
and put the Author to the unneceſſary Drud- 
»cry of unravelling his Arguments; the con- 
i | 5 


ſequence whereof is to find himſelf under 'a 
Mitake of having not built upon his own 
Land, and being obliged to pay a conſidera- 


Lle Quit-Rint to the chief I andlord. Yet 


this 3s the Caſe in the preſem Controverſy 
concerning the Authority of the Church, Many 


Pages are ſpent in ſaying nothing to the pur- 
pole, and towards the cloſe of the Book they 
wrangl: themfelves Friends, and all Ends in; 


eqn one thing, and you mednt another. 
As the Bangirian what he underſtands by 
the Church. He'll teil you, it is a Collection . 
of all thoſe who believe in Chriſt and his 


Joctiine, without any Regard to outward 
f „ $5. Pave n (5: ee 
Diſcipline, Civil, or Fecleſſaſtical. Ask his 


Adverfary, and he deſcribes it in the Nature 


of a Corp alfi, or particular Society, of 


Men diſtin from others of the ſame Oy 
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and living under a different Diſcipline, N o 
according to theſe different Ideas of the 
Church, what is tre in one reſpect 1 is falſe in 
another, whereas there wou'd be no Debate 
about its Authority, if both Parties conſider 4 
it in the ſame Light. 
Authority of the Church, The ſame Obſer⸗ 
vation is applicable to what they advance 
concerning the Authority of the Church, when 
they have agreed upon the Idea. The Query 
is, whether the Church has any Power in At- 
fairs of Religion? One maintains the Neg. 
tive, the other the Affirmative, One means 
an abſolute Power, the other a, ſubordinate 
Power. Again, the Query is farther, whe- 
ther the Church has any Power as to Faith 
and Conſcience? One denies it; meaning 4 
coercive Power, the other affirms it, mean- 
ing an ia Hrudltve Power. Now if they wou'd 
but conſider Church - Power as aflecting its Ob- 
ject in the ſame manner: The Controverſy 
N be at an End. 11 . 
-. Church-Communion, This is not a N 55 
or rather a Local, and Perſonal Controverly, 
Jo believe the Scriptures i is a thing of Con- 
ſequence, | But whether I am to ſerve God 
in this, or that Place? In a building with a 
Heeple, or in one with a flat Roof? Whether 
Il am to be inſtructed in my moral Duties by 
this, or that Man? Are Civil Controverſics 
which the contending Parties are to concern 
Ls; B 2 - them- 


2 Cy 
themſelves no farther with, than what is 
preſcribed by the Legiſlative | Power. The 


Controverſy of it ſelf being as impertinens 


as if they ſhou'd write a Book which is moſt 
ſuitable to Chriſliam Religion? To ſup at the 


Tuch id. houſe in 72 s rett, or at the 
King Arms in Pa 

Crime of the ſame Species to ſup at the 
Thatch'd-houſe, in Caſe the Parliament made 


mall. It 'wou'd be a 


an Act to the contrary, as it is for a Parſon 


not to wear a Surplice, or omit any other 
Ec leſſaſtical Ceremony, Which is no other- 


wile Gbligatory than by being We 4 uy 
the Civil Law. 
Sincerity. This Word i is the unhappy C Occa- 


| fion of ſeveral very Remote, and unaccounta- 
ble Inferences, drawn contrary torhePerſons 
meaning who makes uſe of ir. His Aſſertion 
is, that the Sincerity of a Man's Conſcience is 
the chief thing regarded by God in order to 
obtain his favour, Hence his Adverſaries 
draw this nividious Conſequence. Ergo, a 
ſincere Turk, a ſincere Jew, or a ſincere A- 


theiſt, are upon equal Terms with a Chri- 
1an, and Why do they make this Inte- 


rencc ? Becauſe they wou'd not underſtand 
him, tho he expreſly confines his Sincerity 
only to ſuch as believ d in Criſt. By degrees 


they arrived at his meaning and owned Sin- 
cerity to be an excellent, and the moſt di- 
ſtingtüſting⸗ Ti # of a good Dean) — 1 

| r 


of God's Favour, But when this Rule'was 


that particular Cale. This I call nne 
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pplied to the Controverſy about the Ne- 
>. of Church=Communion, they flew off a- 
gain, and Sincerit) was to have no place in 


about words only. 
SECTION n. 


Heads of their pretended Diſagreement, "= 


the Plan of the Reformation. _ Thirty Nine 
Articles, Power of the a Ne- 


al Supremacy. Adding to Chriſt's Laws. 
ton Chriſt Laws. FF: bl 


Plan of the Reformation.” The ende ; 


+ inſiſt very much, that their Adverſaries de- 
ſtroy the Plan of the Reformation, which en- 

tirely depends upon the Liberty every Ori- 
diam ought to enjoy in having his Conſcience 
charged with no other Injunctions but what 


are expreſſed in the Scripture. The other 
Party alledge, that all their SanGions are 
really Scriptural. The Difference between 
them therefore can only lie here. Either 
theſe Sanctions are expreſs Scripture, or In- 
ferences, If expreſs Jeripture, tis needleſs. 
to form em into Sanctions, ſeeing they can 
have no binding Force which they had not 
before they were collected. If they are I2- 
ferences, why is the Church of Rome blamed 
"om * Articles * way of ference, or 
| 45 —_— 
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preſſing unſcriptural Canone upon the Con- 
ſeience ? Tis requiſite then, that they either 
agree in the Subſtance of the Debate, or 
that the Anti- Bangtriaus entirely break in 
with the reſt of the Reformer. 
Thirty-nine Articles. This is alſo a Ver- 
bal Controverſy. Indeed many of the Cler- 
gy are obliged by the Law to ſubſcribe to 
theſe Articles; but then the Obligation is 
not abſolute but only conditional vid. in Caſe 
they are diſpoſed to accept of a Preferment, 
ſo that it does not reach to all the Clergy, 
much leſs to the whole Church. Subſcribing 
to the 7biriy- ine Arcicles therefore is only 
a Civil Qualification, and is no more a Proof 
of the Churches Power than the Execution 
of any other Act of Parliament, which is 
committed to the Management of the Clergy. 
Again; Have not the Articles been ſome- 
times alter d? And if ſo; how can they be 
mention d as a Rue of Faith and Conſcience? 
In fine, every Clergyman that ſubſcribes to 
em, is free to explain them after his own. 
way. All theſe Points being duly conſider d, 
the Noiſe of ſome being for, and others 
_ againſt the Thirty-aine Articles, will end in 
nothing; both Parties are for them and a- 
gainſt them according to the Rules I have 
: laid down. ! 1 
Power of the; A nr The y Too 5 
verſy abour the Convocationt Power is not 
1 3 really 
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really one, but only intentionally, and as it 
were in Embrio. The Clergy think it not 


proper to lay before the World all the 
| Grounds of their Claim. They ſeem indeed 
to plead for an Independency of Power in ſome- 
thing relating to their Character, but they 


ſtand off from particulars, for fear of break- 


ing in upon the Civil Magiſtrate. Now the 
Bangori amt as they will not allow the Church 
of England in general any kind of Indepen- 
dlency, ſo doubtleſs they will be for oppoſing 


it in any ſeparate Body of the Clergy, ſuch as 
the Convocation is. For in caſe a National 


Church did enjoy any ſuch Right, why 
* ſhou'd this devolve by Delegation to a Ma- 
jority of their Repreſentative? Let it be that 
2 National Church is intitled to a Independence 
in ſome Matters, is the Condocation alſo to 
claim the ſame Privilege? The Convocation 


is certainly only a Human luvention : Nor 
do I find it any where written in Scripture, 


> he that will not hear the Convocation of the 
Britiſh Clerey, let him be unto thee as a Hea- 
then att Fabian. ' 74] 1 OT 


But ſince the Anti- Bangorians are not ex- 


ßplicit as to the Extent of the Convocation's 
Power, they are out of the reach of a Re- 
conciler; I pretend not to reconcile Mens 
Thoughts and Imaginations, but only their 
Opinions ſigniſied by Words, and Over; 
Acht. But here, perhaps ſome Perſons ad- 


dicted 


fall out about the Supremacy, but there is 
no room. One pretends that an Iadependen c 
of the Clergy in any of their Righte is incon- 
ſiſtent with the Regal Supremacy. The other 
Side. contend, that excluding the Civil Ma» | 
giſtrate from interpoſing in Matters of Faith, 
and Conſcience, is interpretatively at leaſt, 
a denyal of the ſaid Supremacy, Now a Re- 


[0D 


dicted; to Curioſity, will be deſirous to know _ 
what the Conwocation.meant by preſuming to 
Stigmatize the Doctrine of one of their 


Prelates and Jure divino 1 in ſo 
peremptory a Manner ? Either they judg'd 
themſel ves qualified, and empower d — A 
the blow, and to add d ſpen ſion, Deprivation, 
Excommunication & c. To this firſt Inſtance 
of their Reſentment, or they only diverted 
themſelves with the thoughts of ſuch ſlaugh- 
tering Methods: All thi depends entirely 
upon their Thoughts which I have nothing 


to do with. They may perhaps be of Opi- 


nion that ſuch  Cexſures wou d penetrate to 
the very Soul of the Biſhop of Bangor; in the 
mean time the King and Council will a = 


care that his Body comes to no harm. 


ſuppoſe this to be all my Con jecture only, 
3 that the Gentlemen will ſubmit to a Re- . 


conciliation an the Terms I have Nor 


poled 


| Keg al 8 N They ſeem Willing to 


conciliation may be brought about in this 
. Manner. 


1 . 
Manner. The Biſhop of Bangor has ex- 
plain'd himſelf,” fo as 10 allow the Prince a 
fall Power in all things, which regard the 
Diſcipline of the Church; and if the Legiſla- 
ture had any farther de eſign, tis what never 
yet was ſignified to the Publick by any AZ 
' "of Parliament, How the Anti-Bangorians 
will wipe off the Imputation, requires ſome 
Thought: Bat I ſuppoſe they will make me 
their Manager. Now, I place their Rights 
upon ſuch-a bottom, that they cannot be m 
the leaſt prejudicial to the Supremacy; for l 
derive the Num of their Power from the 
Legiſlature, in which I do 'm no other 
Wrong beſi les offering violence to their Mo- 
deſty. For tis the ſame thing to derive 
their Power from the Legiſlature, as to de- 
clare all Spiritual Power ineffectual, which 
Perſons pretend to execute who are not com- 
mi ſſiond by the Legiſſature. But Oa! The 
force of Prejudice and Intereſt ! They are 
| unwilling to part with that darling Word 
| Independence, (at leaſt in regard of ſome part 
of their Character) and this chicfly for the 
fake of the Ignorant who commonly reſpect, 


ha and adore whar they don't underſtand. 


Adding to Chriſt's Laws, They have 
rais'd: a done Buſtle about adding [ aws to 
Chriſi's Laws, upon which Head 1 find 
them unreaſonably bent, not to come to any 
5 Terms? and yet the thing in it ſelf is ſo 

plain 
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plain that the moſt moderate Capacity is ca- 


pable of reconciling them. To put the 
Query, whether Human Authority can add 
JL aws to Chriſt's Laws; is the lame thing as 


to queſtion, who gave the Ten Command- 


ments, or whether any Human Power can 
give Ten more ContradiQory to thoſe deli: 
ver'd to Moſes, and confirm'd by Chriſt ; and 
yet equally binding. The Caſe is this, in a 


tew Words, Chriſt publiſhed a Collection 


Laws, among which one was, that Man- 
kind ſhou'd be empower'd to execute a 
Vicegerency on Gods Part, as far as it re- 
garded the Peace of the World in general, 


and the Diſcipline and outward Order of 


_ every particular Community. Now, this 
is not adding Laws to Chriſis Laws, but on- 
ly Complying with, and putting in Execu- 
tion one Particular Law of Chriſt : vid. That 
of <ſtabliſhing a Vice-gerency, Tying up a 
Thief to the Gallows, may as well be called 
adding a Law to Chriſt's Law; as to affirm 
it can be done either by a Parliament, or a | 
Convocation, The Queſtion being Stated in 
this Manner, I am Confident, there will be 
very little Diſagreement between the two 


Parties. 


Inuterpreting Chriſt's Laws. As to the Pow- 
er of [nterpreting, the Laws of Chriſt, A 

Privilege the High-Church ſeem to aſcribe to 
the C/crgy only; if they don't mean the ſame 


thing 


2 3 5 Lg 4 , 
6 ' * 


ing 
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thing with the Bangorians, they mean no- 


thing that is Good to the Proteſtant Cauſe. 
Both Sides agree that the Clergy are Perſons 


ſet apart by their Education, Conſecration, 


&c. To expound Chriſi' Law, as Lawyers, 


Judges, &c. aredefign'd to ſpeak to Matters 
relating to Politick Laws, Yet there is this 
Difference between theſe two Miniſterial 


Powers. Chriſt s Laws are unalterable. Po- 
liticks Laws are often Changed. God has 


left the Supreme Magiſtrate Sole Umpire in 
 Pdlitick Debates. He has left no Spiritual 
Miniſter endowed with that Power in regard 
ol his Laws. This I take to be the true No- 
tion of all the NReforamd Churches, in relation 
to the Power Men have to interpret the Scri- 


pture. Nor is it mas for them to vary in 


9 [ 


SECTION Ul. 


6 Feads of their pretended Diſegreement, as to 


" the Succeſſion of the Clergy. Conſecration. 
© Abſolution. Excommunication, Per; ecu. 
tion. Incapacitating Aeli. 


se ton of the Clergy. They are eaily | 
8 to an Agreement upon this Head. 
angorians are Willing to meet their Ad- 
hes the half way, and for Peace fake, 
allow the interrupted Succeſſion of the Cler- 


87. The Remainder of the Difference lies in 
” 'C 2 1 Cen 


a Query concerning the Neceſſity of that 
Succeſſion. Now we are to diſtinguiſh two 
Sorts of Perſons, who attack the Biſhop of 
Bangor upon this Article. Jurors, and Non- 
jurors. The latter indeed are irreconcilea · 
ble. They are obliged to maintain an 2- 
interrupted Succ ſſion of the Clergy in the 
greateſt Rigour, ſo as to eſteem the Refor- 
mation unchurched without it; for other- 
wiſe they can have no Colour to ſtand off 
from the preſent Eſtabliſhment, Their Plea 
is [ndependency, and their Indepen dency is 
grounded entirely upon this Sul ceſſior. But 
as for others, they can only oppoſe his Lord- 
ſip upon Account of Miſapprehenſion. They 
look upon Novjurors as Schiſmaticks, and: 
_ why? Becauſe they will not communicate 
with the Center of Eccleſiaſtical Communion, * 
_ vid. the ſupreme Legiſl itive Power. Ali Di- 
putes about the Clergy's Succeſſion are imper- 
tinent. I am not clear from Schiſin becauſe 
ſuch a Perſon hath ordain'd me, but becauſe I 
am united to the Head of Church-Diſcipline: 
Vid. The King immediately, and remotely 
the Legiſlature, T am not a fit Miniſter of the 
' Goſpel, becauſe ſuch a Perſon. laid Hands 
"18 upon me, but becauſe I am empower'd by 
the Scriptures, and thoſe who Act as Vice- 
1 _ gerents under God, „ 


Conſecration. This Article has the Air of 
a Diſagreement, but it vaniſneth upon a 
nearer 


(21 ) 
nearer view. What is Conſecration 2 Tis 


only a ceremonious Deputation of a Perſon, 
e him to Act as a Spiritual Pa. 


Both Parties agree as to the Origin of 


55 Deputation, a and vary only in the man- 
ner, one conſiders it, as coming from God by 

one Channel, the other by another Channel. 
Is not Ner- River Water the ſame, tho' it be 


convey d through different Pipes? Let it be 
that Popiſh Hands, or the Kings broad Seal 


are the Vehiculum of the Clergy's Power, both 


Sides agree it is ineffectual — inſignificant 
without a National Approbation. The main 


Point therefore is agreed upon. 


Alſolution. A true Apprehenſion of the 
1 Mord will make them Friends. The Church 
is commonly ſaid to enjoy a Power of abſol- 
ving from Sin. If this be taken in an abſolute 
and unlimited Senſe, tis the higheſt Piece of 
Blaſphemy. If it be underſtood only of ab- 
ſolving Perſons from temporal Punilbments 
due to their Sins, as they give Diſturbance to 
the P»blick,the meaning is obvious, and very 
intelligible. But this will not content the 
Anti. Bangorians. The Power muſt be con- 
ceived ſo as to reach the Soul, and that too 
in the Nature of an Authoritative Abſolution ; 


but then when they come to explain them- 
ſelves, it amounts to no more than a e re 


; Declaration, and that only conditional, The 


: Paſtor makes a Publick Declaration of the 
Sinners 
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Sinners Innocence when he gives outward 
Tokens of Repentance, but Heaven holds 


the Reins of Conſcience in its Hands. God 
abſolves inwardly, Man outwardly ; God ab- 
ſolutely, Man conditionally, The Bangorian 
expreſſes himſelf properly, the other Parte 
improperly, and their Language ſounds harſh, 
 Excommunication. The Bangoriun Idea is 
this. The Church has Power to chaſtiſe any 
of her refractory Members by ſeparating them 
from the reſt of the Community; and this is 
done both for the Benefit of the Offender, | 
and Fublick Good of the Community 3 he is 


* * 


Bang brats ; "afrer their wollief manner, are 
for Wield this Diſcipline, and repre- 
ſent Excommunication as a ſpiritual Puniſſi- 
ment of the Soul, But in elfect, they meat 
no more than their Adverſariet, their Diffe- 
rence is not in things, but only in the man- 
ner of concei ving things. One Party concei ves 
Excommunication as a Civil Puniſhment, the 
other conceives it as an Ecclefraſtical Puniſh- 
ment. One conſiders it as uſeful to preſerve 
Diſcipline ; the other conſiders it as inftru- 
mental in order to reclaim the Offender: Yet 
ſo, that both allow it to be uſeful in both 
| Reſp ects; bur neither of them will allow it 
| affic the Soul immediately, 15 
perſecution. In the grand Debate about 
; Perfection, the High-Clurch wou'd appear 


Ene- 


„ 
Enemies to Perſecution upon the Score of Re- 
ligion. Yet they earneſtly preſs a Power of 


reſtraining Diſſenters by Negative Diſcourage- 
ments, The Bangoriaus act ſincerely in the 


Matter. They are for calling a Spoon a Spoon, 
and therefor affirm, Negative Diſcourage- 
_ events to be 4 Tual Perſecution, The Contro- 


verſy runs altogether upon the Mord. There 
is a thing call'd Inconſptency of Doctrine, which 
hinders ſome Perſons from being explicit as 
to what they mean. They wrap themſelves 
up in equivocal Terms, in hopes of eſcaping in 
the Confuſion. Per ſecut ion is a harſh Term, 
and therefore an ungrateful Tenet. Yet occa- 
| ſional Doctrine often proves as uſeful to the 
High-Church as occaſional Conformity to the 
Lom, and a Negative Diſcour agement preſwd 
Home, is as capable to ruint he Britiſh Diſſen- 
ters as a Regiment of Dragoons was to con- 


vert the French Prote flants. 


For Inſtance. To ſtrip a Perſon of Five 
Hundred Pounds a Year, becauſe he will not 
believe a Purgatory is Perſecution, To hinder 
® a Perſon from being Maſter of five hundred 
Pound a Year, becauſe he won't receive the 
> Sacrament from ſuch a Perſons Hands is no 
Perſecution. Is not the Damage the ſame? 
And is not a Loſs ſuſtain'd in both Caſes 
upon a Religious Motive? Youll ſay per- 
haps, in one Caſe a Perſon is deprived of 
his Right, but no Man has a Fight to a 
Place of Five Hundred Pounds a Year, ſo the 
pa THE | latter 
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latter Caſe is not parallel. But has not every 
Man a Right not to be render'd incapable by 


_ unjuſt Methods of what may be his RIH. 


Now as a Motive of Religion is not ſufficient 


for depriving a Man of his actual Right, ſo 


why ſhou'd it be ſufficient to hinder him 


from what may be his Right 5 yes, and from 


what in a remote Senſe, is his actual Right ; 3 


for Nature has given every Perſon a Right to 


the Goods of this Life, as far as they are at- 
tainable by Lawful Methods, and as Religion | 


is built upon the Law of Nature, ſo it ought 


not to invert this Order. 
Ircapacitating AFs. This is not a Religious 


but only a Politick Conteſt. But ſtill you'll 
ſay there is a Diſagreement, One Party is 

for continuing, the other for repealing Gal 
Tncapacitating AFs. Town the Methods they 
take to defend their Opinions are different, 


yet they ſeem to aim at the ſame Thing in 


Subſtance. The Bazgorians are good Subjects, 
and don't pretend either to direct, or run be- 
fore the Legiſlature: They only wou d pre- 
fer a modeſt Petition for a Reviſion of ſuch 
Acts, as might have been ſeaſonable conſide- 
ring Times and Perſont, when they were 
made; but it does not follow, that therefore 
now the ſame Ats ſhould ſtand in their full 
force, ſome Ads are occaſſonal only, others 
perpetual. Occaſional Acts ought to be repeal __ 


when Circumſtances alter. Again ſeveral 


Acts pre been the Reſul t of Cabal and Party 
Megſures, 


ca) 


Meaſares, and really prejudicial to the Pub- 


lick: And will it be improper to enquire 
how far the incapacitating As fall under 


theſe Conſiderations ? A wiſe People will not 


overlook things of that Conſequence. But 


now for a Reconciliation of the two Parties. 
If the Legiſlature thinks it proper to conti- 


nue the ſaid Acts; the Bangori ans are pre- 


pared to acquieſce. If they think fit to re- 


peal em, their Adverſaries allo ought to ac- 


quieſce, unleſs they make it appear that the 


Legiſlature has more Power at one time than 
at another. Now if I have not a&ally made 
em agree upon this Point, I have put em 


"Wo a way: how to agree, 


SECTION. IV. 


Heads of their pretended Diſagreement, as to 
the Religion of Oaths. Sacramental Tet. 
Puniſbing bad Actions, and rewarding good 
ones. Objed of Human Laws. 7 1 Na- 


ture fsh, and Slaves. TG 
The Relig jon of Oaths.. Tia. one thing fo 


5 an Oath | is an Act of Religion, another 
thing to ſay Men make a Religious Uſe of it ; 
that regards the Nature of an Oath ; this the 
Uſe. This Miſtake has occaſion'd an Excreſ- 

cency of Controverſy, To give Alms is an 

| Aft of Charity, but not under all Conſide- 

-rations, If it be given upon a Motive of 


_—_— com- 
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complying with the Goſpel, it really deſerves 


that Appellation, if upon a Motive of Va- 
nity tis Hy pocriſy. He that ſwears only that 
he may not ſtarve, though he ſwears to what 


is true, and the Oath it ſelf is really an Act 
of Religion, does not improve himſelf in Re- 
ligion according to the Spirit of the Goſpel; 
becauſe his Motive is Human, and all Actions 
derive their Value from the Motive. This 
appears plainly in an Oath that wants Vera- 
city, for even then 'tis an Act of Religion. 
Nou I wou'd gladly know where the Contra - 
diction lies: To affirm an Oath to be an Act 
of Religion and Piece of "Ow upon diffe- 
rent Motives? 5 
SGacramental Teſt. This Controverſy i is 158 ; 
vided into two Branches. One is, whether 
it is not contrary to the Inſtitution of the 
Sacrament that it ſhou'd be receiv'4 upon a 
temporal Motive? The other is, whether it 
is a ſufficient Proof or Teſt of a Perſon's Qua- 
lification in order for a Place? I will make 
them underſtand one another. Originally and 
diredl, it was inſtituted for a Spiritual End 
only; and when the Anti-Bangorians ſeem to 
deliver themſelves otherwiſe, tis Charity 
to think they rather want Words to expreſs 5 
themſelves properly, than that they ſnoud 
make themſelves guilty. of ſuch a Solæeiſin in 
Religion, as to imagine Chriſt was playing 
the e e uy inſtituted that divine 


4 8 and : 


(a) . 
and ſaluriferous Ceremony, Neither can they 


vary much as to the Query: Whether it can 
ſerve as à Teſt of a Perſons Inclination to- 


' wards the 3 of the Church by Law 
eſtabliſhed? For, either Diſſenters look upon 
ſuch a Conformity as Jawful or unlaw ful: 


If lawful it ceaſes to be a Te#, if unlawful 


they prove themſelves conſcientious Men by 


diſſenting 3 and ſo in both Reſpects they are 
qualified for Places. Yet at the ſame time, I 


don't acquit the Anti-Bangorians of the Sul: 
picion they lie under of making uſe of that 
ſublime Myſtery for ſuch ſordid Purpoſes : 
This makes me almoſt Deſpair of ſucceeding 
in the Office of Reconciler upon this Article. 
However, I am ſure of accompliſhing my 
Deſign, if fegard be had to the End of the 
i Controverſy, It muſt be remember'd the De- 


bate 1 is about Places : One is afraid of loo- 


ſing what the other wou'd. be glad to obtain. 


Take away meum and tuum, and the Sacra- 


mental Ter will be a very Jej une Enquiry. 


Tis evident therefore that both ſides agree. 


But i in what ? In Jatereſt. 


Puniſhing bad Aftions, and rewarding g 004 


Ones. Tis a Pity to ſee ſo much Paper peil d, 8 
and time thrown away upon this Subject. E- 
very Mechanick is capable to put an End to 


the Controverſy, For whoſhou'd pay aWorkmar 


his Wages but he that ſets him to Work? And 


how can any one preſume to puniſh when 
D 2 1 
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he can only gueſs at an Ofence? When a 
Gencral is loaded with Honours. for his Vi- 
tories, the Animal Part of Man takes it to be 
a Reward of that Virtne calld Fortitude 3 


whereas it is often the Effect of a Vice call'd 


Cruelty, or the Iſſue of ſome uneæpeded Acci- 


dent, and what Shadow of Virtue attends it 


in Rigour, belongs not to the General but to 
the Soldier). If the Execution of a Malefa- 
For can be call'd a Puniſhment of his Sin, 
why is not a Reprieve a Reward of his Vir- 
tue? You'll ſay perhaps, becauſe the Man is 
not really Virtuous. But then you muſt al- 
low a great Deal more to the Civil Magi- 


rate, and make him qualified, not only to 


puniſh Sin but alſo to forgive it. For cer- | 
tainly, if an Execution be a Puniſhment of Sin, 
a Reprieve is forgiving Sin. Notwithſtand- | 
ing all this both Parties mean the ſame thing, 
only one ſpeaks with Regard to the o ard 
AdGion, the other with Regard to the inward 
Diſpoſition. So both are in the Right that 
Virtue may, and may not be rewarded, and 
Vice puniſhed in a different Reſpect. Yet 
ſo far I muſt declare my ſelf a Party man, 
that the Bangorian ſpeaks ſtrictly and like a | 
Divine, the other like a Gentleman and ad 
OT TOO Wen þ 
Objedt of Human I amc. This Article has 
a near Affinity with the former. The preten- 
_ ded Difference ſtands thus: One affirms out- 


ward 


C 
ward Actions to be the ſole Object of human 
Laws; the other ſays, they are to be 
conſider d alſo as to irward Diſpoſitions. Now 
theſe Equivocal Words inward Diſpoſitions, 
are the only Occaſion of the Debate, For 
inward Diſpoſitions importing both the M- 
tive of an Action, as alſo the Attention of the 
Agent; one ſpeaks of outward Adfions only 
excluſive of Motives, the other ſpeaks of 
them as excluſive both of Attention and Ma- 
tive. The Biſhop of Bangor refuſes not the 
Magi ſtrate the Liberty to enquire, whether a 
Perſon was preſent to himſelf ? or only acci- 
dentally offended againſt the Law without 
Thought or Premeditation ? But this is a 
quite different Proceſs from examining the 
Motive, or how far God was diſpleas'd by 

the Fact. It often happens, that the Magi- 
Frate is oblig d to puniſh with the utmoſt. 
Severity, where God is not the leaſt offen- 
ded. In a word, their Agreement conſiſts in 


this: That they diſtinguiſh between the Mo- 


rality and Rationality of human Actions. H- 
man Laws ought to conſider them as rational, 
but as to the moral Part, they are God's 
A CE 
Die Nature of Subjects and Slaves. Any 
School. boy knows the Difference between Fa- 
mulus and Seruus. A Slave ferves his Ma- 
ſter without Articles or Limitation: He is 
free in nothing but his Thoughts. But a 
VF all Servant 
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Servant or gare ſerves only ſecundum pad a 
conventa. He that is hired to ride behind a 
Coach, will ſeruple to put on Harneſs and 


draw it. Both Sides agree, that Chriſt was 


ordain d to be a Pattern of all Virtues what- 
ever, and eſpecially, he gave the World ſur- 


priſing Inſtances of Humility, Now the 


Queſtion i is, whether the Title of Subject or 
Slave is more conformable to the Spirit of 


the Goppel? In Rigour Chriſt was neither a 


Subject nor a Slave, becauſe he was God; yet 
et was both by Choice. He paid Taxes as a 


Subject; and permitted himſelf to be ſold as 


a Slave, So that the whole Controverſ) reſts 


here, which Appellation is more proper 2 
And in my Opinion, tis a very trivial En- 


quiry ; ſince both Expreſlions are proper and. 


equally inſtructive in their Way. If we 
conſult the Perfection of Humility, a Slave 
is more proper: If we conſult the Dignity of ; 
Chriſt's Perſon, a Subject is more proper; 
and the Name of King is more proper than 


SubjeF. Let it be as it will, tis only a ver- 


FF Controverſy, and no ways tending to- 
wards Edification, unleſs the Dean of Chiche- 
fer had an Eye upon Paſſive Obedience and 


Arbitrary Power in railing this e of 
_ Controverſy, . 2 


| SECTION. v. 
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SECT 10 N V. 
Heads of their pretended Diſagreement, as wv 
Mr. Sykess Caſe, Mr. de la Pilloniere's 
Caſe. Popery. Free- thinking. Enthuſiaſm, 


Mr. Syke's Caſe, This is not a Queſtion 
of Right, but of FaF, The Dean of Chiche- 
Fer has made too large advances towards a 
Reconciliation to carry on the War much lon. 
ger. If what I have publiſhd in a certain 
Dialogue upon this Subject be true, the 
| Biſhop of Bangor and Dr. Sherlock agree not 
only in Things, but Words. Now if there 
is not ſo much as a verbal Controverſy be- 
tween theſe two great Men who are the 

| Heads of their Party, I have come up to the 
Character of a Reconciler ; but then I have 
wrong'd them in making 'em guilty of Bat- 

tology, for which I humbly ask pardon both 


3 of them and of the Pablick, whom I have im- 


Z poſed upon by repreſenting the Diſagreement 
greater than it was. F 
MM. de le Pilloniere's Caſe, This is rather 
a Subject of aomplaint than of Argument. 
And indeed the Gentleman's Circumſtances 
are very hard, that he ſhou'd be made a real 
Sacrifice for a verbal Controverſy, As to what 


regards the Cauſe ; he ſtands upon the ſame 


bottom with the Biſhop of Banger. As to the 
| FaF. wid. whether Mr. de la Pilloniere be 


2 Je- 
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(32) 

2 Jeſuit i in Maſ uerade, or a ſincere Convert! 2 
Either it is no ons at all, or it is incapa- 
ble of a Deciſion. For if it be a juſt charge 
againſt the Jeſuits, that they. * to e- 
vade the Force of Promiſes, Vows, Oaths, 
and all other Obligations whatever, by the 
Knack of a mental Reſervation; what Security 
will a thouſand Recantat ions be to Dr. Snape, 
that Mr. de la Pilloniere is not fill a real Je- 
ſuit, and acting in Concert with the Biſhop 
of Bangor (who by a Rule of the ſame Latitude 
may be a Jeſu:t too) to blow up the High- 
Church: Tis a ſingular Happineſs, that the 
Proteſtant Diſſenters are not infected with 
this Doctrine of mental Reſervation ; if they 


| ſhou'd give ear to it. The Sacramental Test, 


wou d but prove a weak Barrier to the Diſci- 
pline of the Church by Law eſtabliſhed. But 1 
cannot think thoſe Perſoxs are ſerious in their 


boaſted Zeal for the Church, who ſtrive to A 


inlarge its Intereſt by expoſing and ridiculing 
_— WW 
Popery. Tis certain, an Anti. Bangor ian | 
is not a Papiſt in Terms and explicit Belief. 
| He neither pays Obedience to the Pope, nor 
ſubſcribes to the Popiſh Creed. What the 
Bangorian preſſeth him with is, that his Prin- 
 ciples tend that way ; and that a good Logi- 
cian with two or three Ergo will make — . 
into a Papiſt by way of Inference, Now there 
are ſeveral Topicks from whence the Bango- 
Gs 


* 


. 
rians pretend to draw this Inference, I ſhall 
only mention that of declaring themſelves 


unchurched, unleſs they can derive their Or- 
ders from Rome; which Notion ſeems to ar- 


gue a Power in the Popiſh Clergy built upon 


jus divinum, and by conſequence a Superio- 
rity over thoſe ordain'd by Virtue of that 
Power. Bat an ingenious Non. juror has an- 
ſpwer'd this Difficulty in two Words, by diſtin- 
guiſhing between Seniority and Superiorityß. 
The Meſſenger that carries a Commiſſion is 

ſeldom Superior in Power to the Perion it is 
deliver'd to. If this Point be well conſidei'd, 


I believe the Bangorian will withdraw his A- 


JJ ͤ;ͥ˙òy THT 
Freest hinling. This Imputation ſeems to 
have a great deal of ill Nature in it. The 
Maord has a very innocent meaning, which it 
cannot beſtrip'd off without offering Violence 
to the common Senſe of all Mankind. Tis 
as requiſite a Man ſhou'd be free, as that he 
ſhou'd think: All Thinkers are Free-thinkers. 
Some indeed write and talk contrary to their 
Incliuationt, upon a Motive of Intereſt; yet 
they think freely and alſo act freely. But 1 
ſuppoſe, the Axti-Bangori aus take the Word 
in a malignant and odious Signification, o- 
therwiſe it cou'd not have the Air of a Re- 
| proach: And that by a Free-thinker they un- 


derſtand a Perſon who will believe nothing 


but what he pleaſes himſelf. And here again, 


E a 


(34) 


a Free-thinker is not fo formidable a Gteg⸗ 


ture as many may take him to be. Tis im- 
poſlible for any Power, whether Human or | 
Divine, to compel a Man to believe any 


thing but what he himſelf pleaſes, The High- 


Church extol their Ccnvocation, only bt + 
cauſe they are Free-thinkers, and are pleals'd : 
to lay out their Eloquence that way. The 


Hargorian (ets the Convocation almoſt at no- 
thing by the Stiength of Free-thi» ing. Nay, 


the very Papiſts, (who above all the reſt of 


Mankind are curb'd in their thoughts,) will 


not admit of the Decrees of their General 


| Councils, but becauſe they think it fit to ad- 
mit of *em. Yes, the Scripture with all its Mi- 
racles, Propbeczes, and other ſhining Proofs 
of ChriStianity, are all Subject to rhe Law of 
Free-thinking, and can 600 Credit under no 
other Apprehenſion. In a Word, there is no 


$) Fem let it be Human or Divine, but what 


is reſolved into Free- thin line. If therefore 
ſome Perſons have given the Word a ſeanda- 
lous meaning, is altogether improper 3. ne1- 
ther the Etymology, nor the Nature of hu- 
man Thoughts favour the Imputation. On 
the contrary, Free-t/ in ng is inſeparable 
from Man, and is the Glory of the Creation. 
Let a Man be conſider'd in a Publick, or a 
Private, in a Civil, or Religious Capacity; 1 


all his Happineſs rouls upon Free-thinking 3 1 
and the only $hing a Ferſpg can be call'd to 


an 


170 


an Account for by Men is for free and viſibls 
Acting. Nay, even God himſelf will no o- 
therwiſe queſtion Men upon the Head of 
| thinking, than according to the Freedom 
they enjoyed in embracing Objeds which are 


. capable to determine their alen; fo that 


ſhou'd a Perſon think wrong in things of the 
greateſt Moment, for want of proper Ob- 
jects being duly propos'd to him, his thoughts 
wou'd not be judg'd free, and the innocent 
Criminal wou'd be excuſed in aſſenting to 
What is falſe, In a ſober,Sente. therefore God 
himſelf is the great Patron of Free-thinking, 
From the whole I infer, that the Bangorians 
can be obnoxious to no other Calumny upon 
this Account, but what equally affects their | 
Atlverſaries, ' © 
- Enthuſtaſm. As to this Tmputztion, the Ban 
| gorians talk too much like Men ot Senſe to 
merit it. Their Dreams ate vety regular, 
and their Flights are very much in the 
Key of the Reformation, Sometimes, indeed, 
they propoſe efriema's which are too knorty 
for a Hiph-Church Hadipus, But to be ſerious: 
By Enthuſraſm, | preſume the Anti- -Barigoriar's 5 


only allude to an unlimited Freedom in in. 


ter preting the Scripture, which they wou'd 


 _ havereſtrain'd by the Amhority of the Church; 


How the Difference ſtands upon this Head, 
| have ſufficiently declared in another Fes: 
e 3 


A © Wu 
I ſhall only add; that fince the Liberties of 
the Reformation, and the Liberty of inter- 
preting the Scripture, are only two ways of 
expreſſing the ſame thing; tis to be hoped, 
the Anti-Bangorians are better Proteſtants 
than not to own themſelves Exthufraſts upon 
that Bottom. F 
2 .E G4 ON r 
Objections againſt the general Attempt of a Re- 
conciliation, From the common Opinion of 
the World, From the Opinion of the more 
Inquiſitive. From the Proceedings of the 
Convocation. From the Inſtauce of the Bi- 
Nr 


: Firſt Objection. : From the common Opi- 
nion of the World, One tells me the At- 

_ tempt is Whimfical, and altogether Impra- 
ckicable. Vox Populi ſays he, vox Dei. And 
does not the whole Nation contradict your 
Deſign by becoming of the Parties? Is it 
probable all this can be for the ſake of Words 
only? No: There muſt be more in't. 
An ſwer. Tama Free- born Fngliſoman, and 

fo have a great Reſpect for the People's Pom- 
er; but than I have as little for their Opi- 
nion, eſpecially in Regard of Party- matters. 
It is an old Stratagem for Politicians to di- 
vide, and ſeduce Mankind by inſidious Words, 

and 7gnominious Appellations, The Simile 


of 


Toy 
of crying out a #ad Dog, is very low and 
familiar, but it applies it ſelf. How many 
good Proteſtants have been render d unſer- 
viceable by the Cry of a Mobbißß Word. 
Every Year is remarkable for Inſtances of 
this Kind; and almoſt every. Day noble Pa- 
triots are ſacrificed to Words. There can- 
not be a more unſucceſsful Method to find 
out the Truth, and Merits of a Cauſe, than 
by appealing to that uninquiſitive Court 
.call'd 1 Vox Populi, Deſigning Men have their 
End if a Diviſion is made; and Words are as 
capable to bring this about as things: And 
becauſe every Man is inclined by Nature to 


fl  wrangle, they ſeldom ſeek to be reconciled, 


but rather ſtudy how to miſunderſtand one 
another; and if there be any thing of Inte- 
reſt in th Caſe (as there are few Controver- 
ſies but which look that way) ſo every Man 
ſtrives to wreſt his Neighbours Words to a. 
inſidions Meaning, and it poſſible make a De- 
vil of the Man himſelft. 
Second Objeftion from the Opinion of the 
1 Iuqniſitive. Not only the common Peo- 
ple, but the moſt Learned and Inquiſtive 
are of Opinion, there is a Diſagreement be 
tween the two Parties, not only in Words, 
but Sentiments. The Books ublith'd on 
both ſides are a convincing Proof. 
Anſwer. 1 have already reconciled thoſe 
Books, by n the Diſagreement Was 
not 


( 38) 
not in their Meaning, but in Words. But how can 
ſo many Learned Men be impoſed upon, ſo as to 
turn Triffers, and publiſh Books only about Words? 
Am 1 the only Perſon deſigned by Providence to 
make ſuch a Diſcovery ? This indeed looks fome- 
whar like an Oljection; and yet it is none. My Rea- 
ſons are theſe. Some of theſe Aurhors perhaps were 
induced by the ſame Motive to write upon nothing; 
as I partly am to prove they write upon nothing. 
Vid. To get a deal of Money for the Bookſeller, and 
a little for my ſelf, Others might be induced upon 
the uſual Provocations of Corrupt Nature, Perhaps 
they did not like the Man's Fate they attack'd, and 
ſo engag d him in Quality of Libellers, a Sort of Em- 
NI which depends very much upon Words, 
and Miſ-repreſentations. Again, why might not a 
Club of warm Clergymen who fate basking them 
ſelves in Chriſt's Sun-ſhine, lye under ſome Appre- 
henſions, leſt the Controverſy ſhou'd rend towards 
turning Tyhs | into precarious Allowances, in order to 
make em more humble, and fo be provoked to 
plead the Cauſe of Intereſt > And why, in fine, may 
ue not ſuſpect ſeveral of them were Strangers to 
the Argument they were upon, as namely Mr. Sykes, 
who is Painted out by Dr. Sherlock, as a Perſon excel - 
lently qualified to write a Book upon a Subject he 


did not underſtand ? Theſe are, Circumſtances not 


unworthy any Man's Conſideration, who has a Mind 
to be infor md whether the Bangorian Controverſy 
be much more than Battology. But I ſhall paſs em 
all over, and inſiſt only upon what the laſt Gentle- 
man | mention d ſays, concerning the Authority of 
the Church (upon which all the other Debates de- 
. pend.) Vid. That upon that Subject, the Biſhop of 
Bangor Fights without an dent Ld 


Third 


but Words. 


(8) 
Third Objection from the Proceedings of uhe Convoca- 
tion, Let it be, that private Perſons were miſtaken, _ 
and led into this Controverſy upon ſome of the Mo- 


tives above-mention'd. *Tis yet too bold a Stroke 


to bring in a whole Body of Men cenſuring a Trifle, 
and condemning Books that were writ about nothing 

Anſwer. I ſhall not preſume to ſay, that venerable 
Aſſembly was exaſperated, or that they were medi- 
cating any Thing that was unjuſt, or illegal in regard 
of the Biſhop of Bangor. Iho' if the King and Coun- 


cil may pals for proper Judges, their ſudden Proro- 


gation render'd their Proceedings ſuſpected. No; 


Il will allow the Prorogation, was only to give them 
ſome eaſe, and relaxation of Spirit, that their Flocks 
might be attended, and their Families made happy 
by their Corwerſation; or for any other Reaſon they 
are beſt pleas'd with. What I think proper to al- 
ledge for them by way of excuſe, is, that they wiſe- 
ly did not approve of the Preſentation as their Act, 
but threw it upon the Committee. Now the Com- 


mittee, conſiſted only of Nine Perſons, and Nie Per- 
ſons are not Infallible. Eſpecially in this particular 


of thinking they underſtood the Biſnop of Bangor, 
uvhen they did not; or pretending not to underſtand 
him, when they really did. Nay, Iwill be yet more 
bbliging to the Convocation. For, I believe, | may 
alſo clear the Committee, at leaſt the Majority of 
them, and let the whole weight of the Cauſe reſt 


upon Dr. Canon, and Dr. Sherlock, who as | am in- 


5 form' d, are the only Two of that Aſembůy, who have 


been obſlinate in the Charge and Defence of the Re- 


preſentation : Now whether or no it be a Crime to 


mention this laſt Gentleman as peaceably inclined, 


and not rather prepared to come over to the other 
Party, the World is already ſufficiently inform'd by 


ſeveral 


| ſeveral Perſons, who like m elf are * witha a 

reconciling = 8 Dh 

Fourth Objettion from be POR of "ths 

.” Laſtly, it may be objected that hs by 1 

of Dre. even the Great Biſhop of Bangor himſeff 
will be arraign d as a Triffer, if my Title · page be true. 


! - Books about nothing but Words? 
wer, It was never my Opinion, that the Biſhop! 
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*. Ae #ſaries. They were the Aggreſſors. His Doctrine 
as attacked by Perſons who were ſuppoſed to un- 


_ Definitions, and Stating the Lveſtion; othertimèes, be 
is ranging Ideat, rectifying Intentions, + . 
 Motives, and turning every Thing into its natura 


e 


was Infallible. But we are to conſider, tb 
Bangor Caſe is different from that of his 


derſtand him, but either cou'd not, or wou d not: 
No to reply to em in their o Way, he cow'd not 
make a real Controverſy of 'a piece of wrangling. But 5 
the Truth is, his Lordſhip's Arguments all run upon 
Keconciliat ion. He takes true Pains to diſ-entangle the 
Cauſe, which Ignorance and Paſſion had reduced to a 
Chaos, Sometimes he is employed in ſearching into 
 Erymologies, fixing Principles, explaining Terms, giving 


Channel. And generally his Labours tend towards de- 
monſtrating, that his Adverſaries muſt either mean 
what he means, or their Words muſt be without: - 
| meaning. The Biſhop of Bangor therefore, as well 
as his Adverſaries, Quarrel about Words, but Wing 
this Difference. His Lo#dſhip complies wich that un- 
welcome Task out of Neceſſity, in order to recon- 
cile Men unto themſelves, and to the Principles they 
. profeſs, whereas his Adrvierſavies- ſeem unwilling to 
come to a true Underſtariding of the Matter, as ii 
= - diſpoſed: for eternal wrangling! - S + 


2 Becauſe the Charge equally alert, both Parties. And | 95 
who will accuſe the Biſhop of Bangor of wiking * 


